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criticism that is destructive only, or with ridicule or ribaldry
as modes of attack on current beliefs It knows that they have
a necessary place in the evolution of ideas, that they are capable
of explanation, and traceable from birth to fell development
fey the scientific method which is applied to every historical
inquiry. Hence we have the modern science of comparative
theology, with its Hibbert Lectures, Grifford Lectures, which are
critical, as opposed to Bampton Lectures and Hulse Lectures,,
which are apologetic. It sees that just as man in a savage or
barbarous state made use of like materials for the supply of his
bodily needs, so his mental processes are identical, his explanation
of phenomena very much the same at. corresponding levels of
culture. Hence it is that as we find traces of a Stone Age all the
world over, so we find traces of fetichism underlying animism,,
all the world over.

Thus much has been said in endeavour to show that the Bible
and other sacred books do not afford the common ground of
which we are in search.

Does Theology ? defining this as including man's notions about
god or gods, and his relations with them, amongst every race, and
throughout all time, since man had faculty of thought upon such
matters. To trace the history of the evolution of ideas of spiritual
beings is to trace the history of man's intellectual development.
Primitive theology is primitive science; it is the outcome of man's
first efforts to explain the nature of his surroundings, and of the
divers influences which affect him for good, and, still more, for
ill, as the malignant character of deities amongst lower races-
shows. His gods have been, still largely are, projections of him-
self; he details their shape and size, their parts and passions,
their daily life, advancing in his conception or presentment
of them from crude animism to the higher spiritualism as his own
ideas have become loftier and purer. But, hide them as we may,,
the differences between the gods of the lower and the higher
culture from the polytheistic stage to the so-called monotheistic
stage are differences of degree and not of kind, the common
element in them being the ascription of personality with resulting
human qualities. The reproach of old may be addressed to Theist
and Tri-theist to-day: " Thou thoughtest that I was altogether
such an one as thyself." And with truth says Epicurus: " The
impious man is not he who denies the existence of gods like those
commonly worshipped; the impious man is he who asserts the
gods to be such as the vulgar conceive them."

Well, the more a man considers these things and sees that
neither sacred books nor theories of deity afford common ground
of agreement, while at the same time he notes what abounding